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October 10, 2003

Commisslener Michael J Copps
Fedaral Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel atrongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technoiogists
what new praducts thay can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers flke me
actually want, and i could resuit [h me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC iasues a broadcast flag mandate, | weuld actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment 1 wlill not pay more for devices that [imit my righta at tha bahest of Hollywooed Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Sattler

53 States Street

San Franclsco, CA 94114
USA
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commlasioner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition te any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcest flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that sueh & polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of BTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted (n manufacturers’ abllity to Inncvate for their
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologiats
what new praducts they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result Ih me balng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be jess likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment [ wlill not pay more for devices that {imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleasa do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Connle MeCue

811 West Grand Avenue #10
Qakland, CA 94612

Usa
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Michasl J Copps
Federa! Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NwW

Washlngton, D C 20554

Dear Miehael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppositian to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broedcast flag" technology for digital televieion As a
cohsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studiog to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew praducts thay can create This will rasult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result in me being charged more maney for inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ass llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivars
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislan Thank yau for your time

Sincerely,

irene Shaw

4108 Cross Creek Court
Apt A

Ralelgh, NC 27807

USA
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael [. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophoen of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, | feel suongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultnate adoption of DTV,

A robust, comnpettive macket for consumner electromies must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-recepton equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, Thus wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged mose money for inferor
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment 11 DTV-capable
tecervers and other equipment. [ will not pay moze for devices that hmit my mghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Alison Mundale
1609 27th ave A
Seattle, WA 98122
USA
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October 10, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicahons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnung to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digrtal
television. As 2 consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equiprnent wll enable the studies to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me beng charged more money for infenor
functionahity.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1a DTV-capable
zecewvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that Lrrut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag techaology for digytal telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Brucee Stewart

14970 Colemnan Valley Rd.
Ocadental, CA 95465
USA
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Octaber 10, 2003

Commissloner Michae! J Copps
Federal Communications Commisalon
445 12th Street, NvW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposttion ta any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon As a

cansumer gnd cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Inncvation, eonsumer rights, and the ultimete
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must ba rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr
customers Aflowlhg movie studios to veto features of DTV.recaption aquipment will enable the studlos to tell technaloglats
what new products they can create This will reault In products that don't necassarlly reflect whet consumers llke me
actuzaily want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionaltty

If the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investmant in DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment | will not pay mare for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerealy,

Tracy Stedman

4132 Slikbay Ct
Tallahassee, FL 32308
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technalogy for digital television As a conmmer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrorics must ba rooted in manufacturers' ahility to innovate for thelr customerns Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could sesult in me being
charged more money for inferior funetionality

If the FCC imquea @ broadcast flag mandate, 1 would aotually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable raceivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my sights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thanhk yon fot yonr time

Sincerely, -

Brift Blaser

303 East 43rd Street, #28a
£28a

New York, NY 10017
USA
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October 10. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HNW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Micheel Copps.

I an writing to voice mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in ne being charged more money for inferior functicnality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank yvou for your time

Sincerely.

Esther Bamberg

954 Curtis Avenue
Santa Clara, CaA 95051
USa




To

Page 1 of 1 9 2202 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099

Oetober 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Cotmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As @ coneumer
and citizen, ! faal strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmmer sights, and the ultimats adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronios must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for theis customers Allowing
movie studios to veta features of DTV-reception squipment will enable the studios to tall technologists what new produots they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consnsmers like me actnally want, and it could repult in me being
charged more money for inferior funotionality

[f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capabla receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate brosdcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Eric Skiff

2305 29th Street, apt 3¢
Astoria, NY 11105
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael . Copps
Feaderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NvY

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to volee my opposttion te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technotogy for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimete
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enabla the studlos to teil technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products thet don't necasssrily reflect what cansumers |lke me
actually went, and it could result In me being chargec more maney for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast tiag mandats, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Pleasa do not mandate
breadcast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jenn Olivier

1500 Lareh elr #202
Paim Bay, FL 32905
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commisesioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commisgion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital televieion As a corsumer
and eitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cnstomers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiste what new produats they can
create This will result in prodncts that don't necessarily reflact what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually ba less likely to make an investment in DTV-capabla receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

James Scianna

201 § 4th St #525.A
San Jose, CA 95112
UsSa
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October 10, 2003

Commilssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Comrnisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing ta volce my opposition to any FCC-mandeated edoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As s

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a peliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customera Allowing movle studies to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers (ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionaltty

If the FCC Iasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuelly be |ess Ilkely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that timit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital talevislon Thank you fer your time.

Sincerely,

Manuel Lora

7115 WALSMLEY AVENUE
APT 4

New Qrleans, LA 70125
USA




October 10, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppoaltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for dighal television As e
consumer and eftizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted Ih manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thelr
customers Allowihg movie studios to veto features of DTVerecaption equipmant will anabie the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will reault In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and t could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less [kely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other squipment | will not pay more for devicas that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Seott Smith

21510 Se 392nd St
Enumelaw, WA 98022
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Comimission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” tachnology for digital television Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that auch & policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studies to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and f could reault In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lass likely to make an [hveatment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment | will not pay more for devicesa that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for yeur time.

Sincerely,

Paul Phlllips

708 N 35th St
Seattle, WA 98103
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Comynunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technelogy for digital telavision Asa conmumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elaatronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumerw like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC ispues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actnally b less likely to make an investment in DTV=capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my sights at ths behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technobogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

D Riff Millar

12529 - 35th Ave NE
Apt #202

Seattle, WA 98125
USA
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Octobex 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Commnunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington., D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultinate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer eslectronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1n ne being charged morm money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment 1n DTV—capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag techrnology for digital television. Thank vou for vour time

Saincerely,

Kermnit Woodall

1910 Byrd Ave STE 204
Richmond, VA 23230
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Caommlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications CommIssion
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing ta voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer sisctronles must ba rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto featurss of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necsssarliy reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkaly to make an Invastment [n DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devicas that limtt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televialon Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Brooks Seymore

281€ S 224th St, Apt C-303
Ces Molnes, WA 98198
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Comirussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wohng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal
telewision. As a consumer and cihzen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturars’ abihity to innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment wall enable the studios to
tell technolopsts what new products they can create,

[ currently ime-shuft television broadeasts for parsonal viewing on 4 regular basis. Imposition of a broadcast flag
wll bmit my ability to do this 15 the future, and thus DTV will have no place in my household. I wall not pay
mote for devices that liunst my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dipital telewision. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Robert Howard

765 N Saint Marys Ln NW
Marnetta, GA 30064

USA
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commassion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As 2 consumer and catizen, I feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compennve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technclogists what new products they can create, This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result 1n me being charped more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less hikely to make an investment in DTV -capable
recewvers and other equipment. I will not pay moze for dewices that lutut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chad Russell

401 McElroy Dt
Oxford, MS 38655
USA
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October 10, 2003

Conunisgioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any PFCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As 2 consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimats adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be reoted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionatity

[fthe FCC isvues & broadcast flag mandate, I would astually be lass likaly to make an investment in DTV-capable recsivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank yom for your time

Sincerely,

Christopher Caines
13803 Fairway Island Dr
Apt 1633

Orlando, FL 32837

usa
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comsussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am woting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fleg” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and aitizen, [ feal strongly that such a policy would be bad for nnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive macket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to 1nnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologysts what new products they can create. This wall result 1in products that don't necessasly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandats, I would actually be less Likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equupment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Daniel Burk
21910 Fieldvine Ct
Katy, TX 77450
USA
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Qetaber 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commisgion
445 | 2th Streset, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae] Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consmmer
and citizen, I foel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer sights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elastronics must be rooted in manufactnrery’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlets what new products they can
create This will remlt in products that don't necessarily reflect what consnmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior finctionality

If the FCC issues a broedcast flag mandate, [ would actually be lesw likely to make an investment in DTV-cepable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that Umit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate hroadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Allan Metzler

3058B West Blvd
Bethlehem, PA 18017
UsA

4TIUL3098 .
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commlissloner Michael J Capps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volee my oppoa'tion to any FCC-mandated edoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital talevision Asea

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturars’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmeant will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers [tke me
actually want, and It eould result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actuglly be [ess likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recalivers
and other equipment | will not pay mora for davices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dighal televialon Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Adam Rakunas

1044 14th Street

Santa Monlca, CA 90403
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am watag to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for diptal
television. As a2 consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innavaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers Like me actually want, and 1t could result :n me being charged more money for inferior

functionalty.

If the FCC is5ues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment in DTV-capeble
ceceivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that it my oghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tachnology for digntal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Marc Ragusa

81 Woodchuck Hellow Rd
Cold Spong Harbor, NY 11724
USA
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October 10. 2003

Commnissioner Michasl J Copps
Federal Commnunications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Vashington, D C 20654

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. compmtitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted in
ranufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged mores monsy for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV—capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywvood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

Roy Wells

3291 Isoline Way SE
Smyrna. GA 30080
USa
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Qetober 10, 2003

Commissionier Michael ] Coppa
Federal Communications Commiission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mnst be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will snable the studios to tell tachnologists what new products they can
create This will remult in products that dot't necessarily reflect what conmumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functonality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lass likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other

equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincetely,

Dave Loverink

13152 Vermeer Drive
Lake Oswego, OR 97033
USA
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Cetober 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiaslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, end the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' ebliity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto featurss of DTVerecaption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can creats This will result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and 't could result In me being charged mare money for Inferior functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sihcerely,

Agron Kurtz

2365 Lelth Road
Glendale, CA 91208
usa
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October 10, 2003

Commilssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisalon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposlttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and chtizen, | feal strongly that such & policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for conaumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers llks me
ectually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionallity.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuslly ba less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for yaur time

Sincerely,

Chrlg Coldewey

744 Guerrero #7

San Franclsco, CA 94110
usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Mlchael J Copps
Fedaral Communlications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

washington, © C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast flag" technology for digital television As a

cahsumer, amateur radio aperator, and citizen, | fesl strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovetion, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will snable the studios to tell technologists
what naw products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionatity

it the FCC issues a broadcast fiag mandats, | would actually be lase fikely to make an investmant in DTV-capable racelvers
and other equipmant | will not pay mars for devices that mit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for gigitel television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Myron Getman
259 State Street
Apartmsnt A
Albany, NY 12210
UsA




To

Page 10of1 406 50 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099

Octcber 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Vashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovetion, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other sgquipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.,

Donald McFall
1909 Oxford St
Houston, TX 77008
ISA




